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- ABSTRACT
I Ll K "

There were 2,012,000 households in ‘1971 that contained at least one
pjrson who performed. farm wagework during'the year. 1In terms of type ofa farm
wagework, 81 percent of .the households were seasonal farm wageworker house-
holds, 10 percent were regular, and 13 percent were year-round. Also 7
percent of all farm wageworker households had at least one member who performed
migratory farm wagework. (Because some households hadimore than one type bf
farm wageworket, these percentages total to more than 100.)

* Farm wageworker houseﬁolds contained 9,108,000 persons and avéraged'A,S
members per household. Of these totafvmgmbers, 2,550,0%9 €28 percent) )
performed farm wagework. T

k4

-

«

Median family income for all farm wageworker households in 1971 was
$5,712, slightly more than half ‘that for all households in the Nation. ,
ApproximAtely 37 percent of the households had family incomes of $7,500 or
more. About 29 porcent of them containeq six or more members.

- t

Keywords: farm wageworker household, year-round farm wag@worker house-
hold, seasonal farm wageworker household, regular farm wageworker household,
mlgratofy farm wageworker household, family income, eagmings,“farm wagework.

. ’ ’ { ,

. ) - u

-y

5 : : L . -

0}

L‘V !
-

Washington, D.C. 20250 ) March 1974

it -

. 0003




. PREFACE ‘. _ , -~

This report was prepared at® the request of the U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture's Food and Nutritjon Ser¥ice (FNS). FNS has the primary responsibility
for administering progtams of " food stamps and food diptribution for needy-
familties, which, of course, include farmworker households as well as gther
types of occdpationai households. . - 7

-

FNS's concern leading to the request was the lack of information on family
income of farm wageworker households. ' Since family 1ncqhe and size of famlly
~are twd basic criteria for certification‘of family eligibility for food stamps

or fodd distribution services, FNS has need of relevant data o® this occupa-
tional group for decisipnmaking and program[operation.

-

Although the Census Bureau has comdyfted for the Department's Economic
Research Service (ERS) an annual sample gurvey from which ERS publishes
information. on the number, compos1tion, demographic characteristi®s, duratiom
of emplbymentf/and eardings of ind1v1dual farm waggworkers, no national census
of farmworker households exists and none is attempted herein. .Instead, the
1971 ERS.sample survey was utilized to collect and compile family income on
the various types of farm wageworker households by size of household. The
data have been. presented in the form requested by FNS.

>
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relative, to farm wageworker items and the statistical reliahility Of these
.data are essentially consistent with those published in the Hired Farm Working
JForce series with the exception of those terms stated specifically in this
report. ‘ .
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HIGHLIGHTS y :

- In-197l, 2,012,000 households in the United States had at least one-member

who was part of the farm wagework force “of that year--about 1 out Qf every *

33 households in the Nation. -

-- These households contained a tot of 9,108,000 persons, with 2,550, 000 of

. these performing farm wagework. e rate of farm work“force participation

.among all the househoid members was 28 percent.

- Individual farm wageworkers earned an average of $882 from farmwork and -
$698 from nonfarm work, for an annual total of $1,580.

.
* 78 .

—- Mediap. annual family income for all farm wageworker households was $5,712.

’ - v . N ¢ »
—= Arinual earnin of individual farm wageworkers therefore equaled 28 percent
of. the median fdmily income'of all farm wageworker”households. ) .

A * . ¢
N —{'Indiv1dual earnihgs as a proportion of median family income varied signifi-- «
) cantly by type of farm wageworker. .
ot . . .
o Seaso::}/farm wagewo&kers—-those working less than 150. .days
‘in farm/wa ewofk—-earned an average of $1,122, or 19 percent
G et of the medaan family income of their households. -

g Regulér workers—-those working 150 to 249 days at farm wage-
work—~earned $2, 579, or 70 percent of their households' .
median family income. . .

-

Year*round farmworkers——those working 250 or more days at
. farm wagework——earned $3,903, or 76 percent of their house—
: ‘holds' median family income.

» .
rﬂigratory farmworkerslfthose who traveled across county'
lines and stayed away from home at least overnight to
perform farmwork for cash wages—-earned $1,630, or 27
percent of the median family income of thejr housejolds.

—— 37 percent of all farm wageworker households had family.inéome of $7,500
or more, but the percentages varied by type of.hou?ehold: f
\ 40 percent of seasonal farm wageworker households, 19 | .
percent of regular farmworker households, 26 percent of
year-round farmyorker households, and 45 percent of ‘
migratory fagm wageworker households received a family ° . '
income of $7,560 or more. :

s

— 29 percent of all farm wageworﬁer households contained six or more members.
hY

- 31 petcent of seasondl farmworker households, 23 ercenQ/Bf regular farm-
worker households, 26 percent of year—roudﬂ households, and 38 percent of
migratory farmworker households had six or more members.

-

*
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-= Slze of family,and rates

-
. { s ¢ :

types of farm wagewotkef households were as follows:
c R ‘ N : B ; )
ﬁ{\ All farm wageworker householde averaged 4.5 members per - :
i household and 1.3 of them did some farm wa ework for a farm .
wagework ‘participgtion rate of 28 ercent,

LY .
FRERN :

Seasonal farm wageworker households averaged 4.6 members and
2,3 farm wageworkers,n for}. part;ic%pation rateg&{ ZB;percent.

‘ﬁegular farmworKew households averaged 4.2

embers per house-
old %nd 1.5 far& wagewdrkers; for a farm wagework partici-
\\pathon rate o

z? percent. s o
Year—rpund farmworker houséholds averaged ARA memBer and'1,3

. \ .

farm wageworkers, for-a part1cipation rate of 27 percent.* -0
N ., Households with mem\ rs. performing migratory farm- g?gewqu

averaged 4.8 members'.and 1.4 farm wageworkers, for a farm
Y 'wagewojk participation rate of 29 percent. ,'. —

-- .87 percent of the m1gratory Yarm wageWorkers\re51ded in households with

seasonal farm wageworkersr
\ f

-~ 38 percent, or 958,000, of all persons in the hired farm work forece were
heads of a household ‘

- -

- - ”»
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INTRODUCTION PR

Ta . S i - 1 N hd .t ! i . »

This report presents information on the size, coﬁp051tioa, and family.,
income of 1971's farm wageworker households by type‘of workers. Any household
that contained at least one person 14 years of age or over who performed farm
wagework at any time during the year, even if for only 1 day, is included in

the study. s’ ) N

-
.

The data were obtained'through the, afnual survey ¢odducted for the
Economic Research Serv1ce by the Bureau of the Census as a supplementary part -
of the regular Cﬁ}rent ‘Population. Survey (CPS) made in December 1971. The -CPS

“is a sample‘survey, ‘thus; the estimates in this report ‘are based qrr sample
data and therefore are* subject to sampling variability. They may differ

- somewhat from' the results that would havé- been obtained from anot&ér sample,
orrfrom a complete census ‘using the same schedules, .instructions, and inter-,
viewers (1). 1/ The suery coverage and the rellablllty of the eseimates are
discusged in appendlx A 4Definitions or expLAnatlons of terms used in this

report are given in appendix B. .
.9

4

During 1971, 2,012 OQO households in the Nation, ;ith a' total of
9,108,900 members, had 2 $50 000 members who were classified as farm wage-—'
workers. The annual media family income of these households was $5,712--56
percent of thg national med¥dn family® income of $10, 785. Average armnual .
earnings,of individuals in these households engaged ? farm wagéwork was
$1,580, nearly 30 percent of ‘the annual median income of these farm wageworker
famllies. This $1,580 was $54019, or’ 75 percent, less than the national‘,
average earnings of nonsuperv sory nonagrlcultural workers in 1971 (5)

- s

& For purposes "of this study, most of the analysis of farm wageworker
households was done under three major classifications: (1) regular farm o
wageworker households--households with 4f' least one member who performed 150
days or more of farm wagework during the year 2/; (2) seasonal farm wageworker
houseHblds——hcuseholds with at least one member who performed less than 150

' days of farm wagework during the year; and (3) migratory farm wageworker )
households--households with at least one member who traveled across county
lines and stayed away from home at least overnight to.perform farmwork for

" cash wages.

[

. 1/ Undesscored numbers in parentheses refer to 1tems in therature Cited,
P- “50. .

.2/ This includes households with workers who performed 250 or more days of

“farm wagework and who usually are referred to in other reports, and in some

1nstances hereir, ag,year -round workers. .

-
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It is important to note that an aggregation of these classifications of
farm wagewdrker households can result in a significant amount of duplication.
This is because a household may contain more than one type of worker. For
example, a household may contain both a seasonal and a migratory farm wage-
wqorker. Since a seasonal farm wageworker household is defined as one having
at least one member who performed seasonal farmwork during the year, and a
migratory farm wageworker household is défined as one with at least one member
performing farmwork during the year, duplidatfon o¢curs when the same house-
hold contains at least one of each of these t{pes of workers. A sumilar type
of duplication could occur whenever there jisfany other combinatio: of seasonal,
regular, or migratory farm wageworkers in one household. However. there is no
duplication (1) in the total number of farmworker households, or ‘2) within the.
individual types of farm wageworker households--seasonal, regular, and
migratory.

“

The basic objective of this report is to indicate the relative well~being
among the three classes of farm waoeworker households, based on a comparison
of family income and number of household members. lhls evaluation considers
family income, the proportlon of households with dependent children, and the
number of members in the households? In addition, the report evaluates the

 household's relative dependence on agriculture for members' employment and

income. This dependence is shown by indicating the household relationship of
the person (head, wife, dependent, or other person over 18) employed in
farmwork and the duration of his or her employmént at farmwork and the income
earned from it. . T

DISTRIBUTION AND TRENDS IN THE NUMBER OF FARM
WAGEWORKER HOUSEHOLDS AND THEIR COMPOSITION

In 1971, 2,012,000 households in.tﬁé United States were classified as
farm wageworker households--households with at least 1 member performing farm
wagework during the year. These households made up approximately 3 percent of
all households, farm and nonfarm, in the United States.

Approximately 1,639,000, or 81 percent, of the.farm wageworker househalds
contain members who performed farm wagework for leds than 150 days during the
year (seasonal workers). About 202,000, or 10 percént, of the households
contained members who performed 150 to 249 days of farm wagework during the
year. And 259,000, or 13 percent, contained members who performed farm wage-
work for 250 or more days. 1In 1,871,000 households (93 percent of the total),
all farmworker members engaged only in nonmigratory farm wagework. The
remaining 141,000 householdsg-~7 percent of all farm wageworker households—-
contained members who engaged in some migratory farm wagework. 3/

Of the total 2,012,000 farm wageworker households, 958,000, or 48 percent,
were headed by a farm wageworker, while the remaining 1,054,000, or 52 percent,
were headed by a nonfarm wageworkey. The 48 percent represents a decline of 16
percent from 1965, when comparable data were obtained, in the number of
households with a hired farmwo&ker that have a farm wageworker as the head.

3/+1971 marked the alltime low in the humber of migrant workers since the
beginning of the surveys of this group in 1949,

()
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Among migratory farm wageworkers tiere was a 67 peroent decline from 1965
¥n the number of households headed by a migratory farm wageworker. -Table 1
shows other thanges that occurred during the 6-year period, 1nclud1ng a
proportional decline in the number of wives of the héeads of migrant. households
doing farm wagework and an increase in the proportion of other members of
migrant families doing such work, ai;ggll as indications of+<changes in‘the
work status of nommigratory farm wagewcrkers by househgld.relationship.

. . P
-

Table 1--Number and distribution of*migratory and nonﬁigratory farm wage-

workers, by household relgtionship, 1965 .and 1971 e
- ‘Ji. Y -

I . P

Migratory T __Nvamigratory

S . . .
Household Number  ° Percehtage .  Number . Percentage -

relationship - ur— - - -
1965 1971 i 1965 1971 v 1965 0 1971 1§6§ o 1971 -

. . .

~-=z-Thou.-- - ----Thoy ,-=~~ =-—--Pct.---
— . ) v
Total farm wage- : - 1
workers..........: 466 2,662 2,378 _ 100 -
" Head of house- : ) o .
hold....ccuvu..: 180 59 - 967 899 36
Wife of head....: 59 © . 356 219 - 14
Other member,
under 18.......:
Other\member, :
18 and over....:

112 47 . : - 803 791 30

114 57 . ;é 33 537 469 20"

*
-

Source: Special tabulations from the Hiftred"- Farm,work1ng Force Survey of
1965 and 1971. -

«

! )

< “
K

These changes occuﬁred while the numbers of migratory and nonm1grator)
farm wageworkers declined 63 percent and 1] percent, respectively. Howevet,
one,cannot assume that these decreases will continue. Between 1971 and 1472,
the number of working migrants increased by }2,000 to, 184,0007 while nonmi-
gratory farmworkers increased by about 250,000, for a combined increase of
approximately 260,000 in the hired farm working force during this period (9).

TRENDS IN THE PERSONAL AND ECONOMIC CHARA(,TE&ISTI(;‘
oF FARM’ WAGEWORKERS o~

0of the 2,550,000 farm wageworkers in 1971, 172,000, or 7 percent, were
migtatory farm wageworkers, and 2,378,000, or-93 percent, were nonmigratory tarm’
wageworkers (tatle 2). Approx1mate1y 64 percent of all migratory workers were
under 25 years of age, while 57 percent of the nonmigratory workers were'in
this age group. In addltion, 83 percent (142,000) of all migratory workers
were male, compared with 76 percent (1,802,000 males) for the nommigratory
segment Therefore, considerably more than half of all farw wageworkers in
1971 were under 25 yvears and approximately four-fifths were male. These
proportions, which differed slightly betwsden the migratory and nonmlgratorv
components of the 1971 hired farm worklng orce, are genepally consistent with

(112
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& the high proportion of younger workers and males in the hired farm working .
force in recent years.

—

The 1965 farm wage work force of 3.1 million was composed of 466,000
migratory farm,nageworkers (15 percent of the total) and 2,662,000, or 85
percent, nonmigratory farm wageworkers (3). Approximately 50 percemt of both
the migratory and’ nonmigratory farmworkers were under 25 in 1965, compared with
57 percent in 1971. Abo 334,000 (72.percent) of all migratory workers and
1,871,000 (70 percent) o?\a&l nommjgratory workers were male.

* -

These comparisons show thai the propofjons of the farm work force under
age 25 and male have increased significantly since 1965. These progportions do
not differ significantly between the migratory and nonmigtratory segments. .
However, the proportion which all migrants constitute of the total hlred farm
working force' declined by about half.

The 1971 farm wagework force was predominately white. Whites comprised
91 percent of all migratory &mrkers'and 78 percent of nonmigratory workers
(table 3). Although farm wageworkers in 1965 were also predominately white-—
78 percent and 69 percent, respectively, for the migratory and nonmigratory
segments-~-the change over the 6-year period indicates a tendency of "Negro and
other races" to move out of the farm labor force 4/. Table 3 indicates both

3/ Spanish-Americans, which{constiéﬁte about 32 percent of the total hired
farm working force, are classified as white. "Other races" include Indians,.
Japanese, Filipinos, and Chinese. v

Table 3--Number 0{ migratory and noamigratory farm wageworkers, by
race and region, 1965 and 1971

x

; \\j Migratory ™ Nonmigratory
Region and race ; Num?er iPercentf Num?er fPercent
1965 ° 1971 'change . 1965 | 1971 ,change
:-——~Thou.~-7~ ~~Pcg.— ————Thou.~_'-‘-—PCt.—-
U.S.: :
White..l.. .ot 363 157 =57 1,842 1,845 1/
Negre and other : - h
TACES.ceereunssssst 103 15 -85 820 533 - =35
South: b ,
White..........%..: 113 44 -61 ©682 559 -18
Negro and other : ' v
races.............: 75 1z ~84 739 476 -36
West: :
’ White.i..ovivinenoar 124 78" -37 491 457 -7
y Negro and other : ’
raceS......eeveeeet 20 4 -80 394 31 -21
. i/ Less than 0.5 percent. - . T

Source: (3), (8).
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numbers and proportions on tMese changes in racial composition,“Negro‘and
other races decreased 85 percent among migratory workers and 35 percent among

‘nonmigratory workers; white migratory farm wageworkers declined by 57 percent,
while white nonmigrants remained about- the same.

.
4

* In 1971, the largest propprtion—-47gpercent, or 1,191,000-~0f the total
2,550,000 hired farm working force performedjless than 25 days of farm wagework
(table 4). 1In this group were about 48 percefWt of the nonmigrants and 32
percent of the migrants. The remaining 52 percent of nonmigrants (1,243,000)
and 68 percent of migrants (117,000) were more fulLy committed to farm wagework,
all of them working from 25 days to year-round.

Regardless of the number of days employed in farm wagework, the number of,
farm wageworkers has been declining since 1965. As noted earl1er, however,
because of unuswal conditions, the 1972 hired farm working force showed an
increasé in both m1grant and nonmigrant workers. The,workers show1nb the
greatest proportionate decrease (74 percent?eover the 6&- ~-year period were N

"migrants working 150 days or more annually in farm wagework. However, the
workers showing the largest ‘numetrical decrease (126, 000) were nonmigrants
working in farm wagework 7 9 days annual£¥r

i 2\
“ " The majority of farm wageworkers gain mos% of their annual garnings from N
sources other than farm wagework (table 4). Among those workers who worked

less than 25 days at farm wagewsrk during the year, migrants earded only 9

percent of their annual earnings from farm wagework and nonmigrants earned only .
10 percent. However, this proportion of total annual earnings derived from
farm wagework increased uyntil migrants realized 97 percent of their annual
$2,647 earnings from farm wagework and nommigrants realized 94 percent of; -
their annual $3,445 earnings from farm wagewdrk when the workers were employed
in farm wagework at least 150 da%? in 1971.

coms L
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Table 4;—Numbér‘bf,migratbryaand nonmigratory farq'wagewofkers, by"
‘ dur?tion of farmwork and annua%bgarnings,‘1365‘Pnd 1971.
) . ~ .t .

Migratory

Duration and / ‘— laratory i Nomsiaratory . _
. ‘earnings - 1965 1971 TSFCONtT 965 1 oggyp PTErcen
> 1 H schange : : schange
Y S ieme— Thou,---- -- Pct.- ~Thou. --Pet .-
Work less than 25 ' -
dayS.eenenencencnansst ‘165 55 -67 1,098 1,136 +3“
. : ~--Dollar—--- “---Dollar----
Earnings: i : _
Farmwork......... . 95 104 49 62 88 +42
Noafarm work.......: 1,065 1,104 , +4 531} 827  +56
:;TL-Tbou.---- \ Thou. -
Work 25-74 days......: “11l4 57 =50 693 /591 -151
:—e-Dollar-—-- ---Dollar----
Earnings: : B
Farmwork........ \..: 324 577 +78 264 429 +62
{ Nonfarm work..... o 337 617 483 384 811  +111
> o iv ~
R fhoy.---~ . ----Thou.----
Work 75-149 days.....: 92 . 35 -62 386 ¢ 178  .-41
i——-Dollar---- -“-Dollar-«--/j“;‘ﬁ ’
Earnings: s ’
Farmwork...... eaeat Y o883 )RSV, 608 1,119  +84
Nonfarm work.......: 411 1/ 1/ 343 804  +134
R Thou,---= ----Thou.---="
Work 150 days or .
MOTE.vssonn. eeeaaed 94 26 =74 567 474 -16
- , :-=—-Dollar---- -~-Dollar-l--
Earnings: : ‘ n
Farle.eosensonan. oot 2,561 i/ 1/ 2,153 3,219 450
Nonfarm work.......: 86 1/ 1/ - 90 226 +151

1/ Averages not shown where base is

Source:

(3, @

less than 503000 persons.

Y
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MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME OF FARM WAGEWORKER HOUSEHOLDS AND
COMPARISONS WITH MEDIAN.FOR ALL HQUSEHOLDS, 1971

In.1971, the median family income of all farm wageworker households was
$5,712. The median family income for all households in the United States was
$10,285, or almost double (1.8 tiq%s).that of the farm wageworker household
(table 5) (2). The median family income means that approximately one-half of
all farm wageworker households had a family income below this amount, and
one—hadfghad a family income greater than this amount.

& t
Table 5--Median annual familf income of farm wageworker househelds and
all households, 1971 )

-

¥
.

"Kind of household : Perdentage

Median annuale

-

‘ . fa@&ly income ; ) 1/
N Dollars Percent
Al1 hoUSEHOLAS e e enennenmenensst 10, 285 100

s £ . ,

‘ -

Fagm wageworker households.....: - 5,712 56
Regular.eeeeseeoeennsaceennnss 4,136 40
EYear—round...................: ] 5,105 50

?
Seasonal.teeeeeeeecanancnnsecnt 6,050 59

C MIGratory..qecesccnncadanannt o 06,096 ; 59

1/ Farm wageworker household median family income, by kind, as a per-
cent of medi®n family income for all households.

Source: Special tabulations from the Hired Farm Working Force Survey
of 1971, (2).

Further .analysig indicates that median family income varies by type of
household. For example, the median family income of households containhing
members performing less than 150 days of farm wagework (sedsonal farmworkers)
was $6,050, or 59 percent of the Nation's median family income; househol}ds
containing members who performed 150 to 249 days of farm wagework (yegular
farmworkers) received a median family income of $4,136, or 40 percent of the
national amount; households gontaining members who performed§250 or more days
of farm wagework (year-round workers) earned a median family {income of $5;105,
or 50 percent of that of all households; and households containing a migratory
farm wageworker had a median family income of $6,096, or 59 percent of the
national amount.

On a numerical rather than a proportional basis, this means that
approximately 1,006,000 of the total 2,012,000 farm wageworker househclds in
the Nation had a family income less than $5,712, and the remaining half had
family incomes of that amount or more. About half, 819,500, of all seasonal
farmworker households- (those with members performing less than 150 days of

-
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farm wagework) had family incomes of less than $6,050, while incomes of the

remainder were at this level or exceeded it. There were 10L, 000 hotseholds

with members perf@rming 150 to 249 days of farm wagework with famlly incomes

of less than $4,136; 129,500 households containing members performing 250 or A
¢ more days of farm wagework that received a family income of less than $5,105;" -

and 70,500 households containing a migratory farm wageworker that earnedsa .

family income‘bf }ess than $6,096.

. ALL FARM WAGEWORKER HOUSEHOLDS N
AN
In 1971, the 2,012,000 farm wageworker households in the Nation contained
9 108,000 members, for.an average of 4.5 members per household {table 6). Of
these household members, 2,012,000 (22 percent) were household heads;
1,583,000 (17 percent) were wives} 4,311,000 (48 percent) were other members »
unj‘% 18; and 1,200,000 (13 percent) were other members 18 vears and over.
Hoflgehold heads accounted for the greatest number of farm wageworkers in the
‘farm wagework force--958,000 (37 percent)., The group undef 18 years was’
second to the household heads in membership in the farm wagework force,
«totalling 838,000 (33 percent of all-hired farmworkers). Household members 18
and over numbered 526,000 (21 percent). THe smallest’ group, and making up the
remainder, was the 228,000 wives (9, percent), This. fnformat1on, as well as
numbers of family groups engaging in‘ hired farmwork by type of worker 4dnd

family income, is shown in table 6. ]

. The distribution of farm wageworker households by fémiiy income (ﬁable 6)
shows not only the importance of farm employment to the household but a ‘the
relative well-being of the household. As the table shows, 740,000 hous ds,

or 37 pergent of all farm wageworker househclds, have family incomes of $7,500
and over. The"“remaining 63 percent of the households received less than
. $7,500; these households are approximately uniformly distributed among the
remaining seven selected income brackets ranging from under $1,000 up to )
$7,499. \ -
. A ]

The didkribution of family membets among family ?ncome intervals shows
that 3,689,000 (40 percent) were in households receiving $7,500 and over. The
remaining 5,419,000 family members (60 percent) were in households, receiving
less than $7,500,

The numbers of* farm wageworkers fdllow a distribution among the income
brackets that is almost identical té that of numbers of household members.
Households in the over $7,500 income level contained 890,000 farm wageworkers,
or 35 percent of the total, and the remaining 1,660,000, or A5 percent were
about evenly distributed at around 1G pércent in each of the lnuome intervals
below $7,500. The number of farmworkers averaged one to two per household tn
each of the income intervals. Households. in which the head was a farm wage-
worker were more likely to b8 among the lower income brackets than were
households headed by a nonfarm worker. This is clearly indicated in table 6
by the relation between number of househélds by income intervals and the number
or proportion of tnese households headed by a farm wageworker. For example, 76
percent of the households in the less than $1,000 interval were headed bv a
farm wageworker, whereas only 24 percent of the household heads in thL S7.500
and over interval were engaged in farm wagewotk.




Table 6-~Farm wageworker households in selected income groups:

Number of

10

1019

members and’workers by relationship to household head 1971
. St ”: : Relatlonship to household head ,
Family income : : : Qther
and ¢ Total : L : Under : 18 years
type of worker : 7 : Head ; Wife :. 18 and
. v N $ years @ over
) -, Thousands 1/

Al,l ‘ H ¢
HbouseholdS.eessss I AN 0) 4 ., .
Household members...secesescee.t 9,108 2,012 *,583 4,311 1,200
Farm wageworkers..... cssesssssst 2,550 - }?58 228 838 526

Duration of fiarm wagework: : ©
250’ days 0; MOTreE.eoes “e.eeet 285 208 9. 21 47
150 to 2497 dayS..cecesecons .3 21 158 6 11 37 .
Less than 150 days........ . 2,052 592 212 ‘805 442
Migratory...... sosseascasasset 172 59 9 47" 57
' Less than $1,000: :
Households....... “esscssesescnet 111 \ X :
Household members........ eeeeat 7 111 ‘46 139 51
JFarm WageworKersS..evdeeeioeoesoss 124 84 13 26 21
. Duration of farm wagework: e *
250 days Or mOTe....e.. seeet 2 2 - - - --
150 to 249 daySeeeeeeesesnset 10 10 - - ~
Less than 150 days.........: 132 722 713 26 21
« Migratory..... Weseveesssscnns : 9 3 - - 6
e . LY
$1,000-$1,999: : /
HouseholdS..soeeossansons eeseeal 189 |, ;
Household memﬁers ...... R R 693 189 102 301 101 |
Farm wageworkers....oeeeeseesss? 253 141 30 41 41
Duration of farm wagework : :
250 -days or more..... PO 2,20 17 1 —_—— 2
150 o 249 dayS.eeesseeessst | 25 21 T 4
Less.ghan 150 days.........:. 208 5 103 (28 41 36
Migratory..... eeseees eessenet 8 4 2 - 2
$2,000-52,999: :
HouseholdsS....Peevieerncenonaeat 172 *
Household members......... ek el 691 172 114 299 106
Farm wageworkers..s.cceeeeecsss ‘ 237 » 116 22 40 59
Duration of farm wagework:
250 days Or mOre€....... eees} 27 . 23¢9 1 -- 3
150 to 249 daySeeeeo.. ceeeel 40 24 - 4 12
Less than 150 days.........: 170 ° 69 21 . <36 bé
Migratory.eeeeceeeioeeceaeesnats 10 3 - 1 6
* LS - [ ]
1/ Number not shown where less than 500 ‘persons Continued

~
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7f’/”Tabler6—-Farm wageworker households in selected income groups: Numbef*of”i’fv/ﬂ

members and workers by relationship to household head, 1971 --Continued -
4

+:_Relatfionship to household head
: e Other

+

-

Family income

.+ .and ¢ Total ¢~ @ : Under : 18 years *
type of worker : : Head : wife : 18 : and
. < : e :_years :  over )
¢ La : s Thousands 1/ - §
$3,000-$3,999: - : )
Households.ee.vvennneinnnsnnaat 230 ‘ Loe A
Household members........ eseest 9719 - 225 164 .480 5102
" Farm wageworkersS...i.eeseseen.et 301 150 28 69 55
Duration of farm wagework:« o ‘
"250 days or wore...... eeeest, 51 Y45 1 27 -3
) . 150 to 249 days:..... veeeasds 33 29 . 1 - 3~
‘ “Less than 150 days..,....,.: 217 ¢4 76° 25 a 67 . 49 -
- Migratory.......‘f...........: 22 - 11 - i 9 ' 3
£ : - : -
$4%000~-54,999: : ) 5 S
useholds........... eeeeeeans ¢ 192 b L
Hdusehold members.....,..c.oc...t 893 192 166, 423 112~
Farm wageWorkers...... veseeanns & 249 117 25 59 48
Duration-of farm wagework: ) . . .
250 days Or MOT€weesssas.ont 42 32 1 ! 7
150 to 249 days...... eeeeest 22 20 1 - 1
Less than 150 days....c....: 183 65 22 58 .39
Migratory....oveveeennnnannaat %ﬁ" 10 -= 1, 4
* $5,000~$5,999: : -
Houséholds.......... teteseceans : l66 - . ]
"~ Hoggehold members.............. & 823 166 134 433 90
‘ Ffml wageworkers........... ceeet 220 84 30 64 42
Duration of farm wagework: : e . -
250 days or more.....euus.n : 23 20 - 1 1 N
150 to 249 days.veeeennn... : 23 ™\ 19 — 1 3
Less ttél1 150 days ®.......: 175 45 30 62 38
Migratory. e eeeeeeenenenennns : 19 ' 7 1 - 7 4
$6,000-$7,499: : L
HouseholdS.eeeeeevennannnn, eeeed 217
Household members...V..........: 1,001 217. 178 478 128
Farm wageworkers........ oedsenal 255 91 23" 95 47
Duration of farm wagework: N
250 days Or mOTe...........: 42 32 o 3 7
© 150 to 249 days..... e Y e 21 15 1 rl 3 .
Less than 150 days..eeevs..t 193 44 21 91 37
Migratory.ee.eeeeseeceeeeanans T e 12 6 3 1 : 2
. 1/ Number not shown where less than 500 persons. Continued )
™ ,
11
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Table 6--Farm wageworker households in selected income groups: Number of
members/an§ workers by relationship to household head, 1971 --Continued

: : Relationship to household head
s Family ingome : e H : Other
and ! ¢ Total N : Under : 18 years
type of wlrker . : o Head | wife ; 418 : and
L ) : : P : years : _ over
: Thousands
$7,500 and over: . Coe ) )
HOuSEhOldS.eeeevervnsennnnasent 740 A )
N Household members...cceeeeveest 3,689 740 679 1,759 510
" Farm.wageworkers..............: 890 176 58 443 213
_Duration of farm wagework: : ' 5
250 days Or MOre€...essessst 78 t37 4 13, 24
150 to 249 dayS...........: 40 21 2 5 12
LesS than 150 days........: 772 118 52 425 177«
Migratory.eeeesseonnceonnoset 76 16 3 - 28 29

Sourpet‘}SpeCial tabulations from the Hired Farm Working Force Survey - * '
of 1971. : : v :

. N

Not unlike the trend found for hbusehold heads, the” likelihood of wives
performing farm wagework alsv decreased as family intome increased; their #
participation rates shifted from 28 percent in the under $1,000 interval to
only 9 percent in-the $7,5060 and over bratket. Among memEers under 18 years
old, however, a reversal occurred in this trend. This group of family members,
while not varying as significantly as the-heads or wives did as' family income
changed, had an increasing likelihood of perforﬁing fard\ wagework a$ family
income rose. The increise was from 18 percent for houselolds in thé less than
$1,000 bracket to 25 percent for households in the $Z‘5p “and over famlly
income 8racket. -Participation rates for the remaining &r up of household
members (those members. who weré not EE? head jor wife bu& were 18 years "and
older) did not change significartly as family income oﬂwthe household *
increased. - ’ P

&7 . I
Yo b
- k

_Household size and amount qf”féﬁily income are two of the more important
criteria in determining a family's need for'aSsttanCEQ' To show this relation~
ship, family iftome and size of farm wageworker households are cross classified
in;tqble 7. Thiseclassificatidén shows that 29 percent (580,000) of the farm
wageworker households contained 6 or more members, and that 4,363,000 (48
percent) of all household members and 888,000 (35 percent) of all farm wage-
workers were in households with 6 or more members. Moreover, .these households
with six or more members have a greater propértion of the households with }
fhildren under 18 years old than any ofkfhe other size households. ‘

Among the 740,000 (37 percent) farm wageworker households with family
incomes of $7,500 or more-—the largest proportion of households in anv ot, the
family income brackets--269,000 (slightly over one-third) cortained 6 or more
members. This group of houstholds alse contained 1,916,000 (5; percent) of
the membership and 358,000 (&40 percent) af the farm wagewﬁrkerb in the $7,500
or greater family income bracket. ‘j ’

12 .
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